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+ Have Exawined-Dr. Sherlook's Book, Entituled, The Caſe of 
- the Allegiance dwe:to Sovereign Powers, &c, And I muſt own, 

- that he has done what 1 expected he would y. For I expe- 
;, Red-he would Rart ſome new Dodines/to maintain his old - 
Ap date <adg . And he; has fully anſwer'd:my ExpeRation.. | 
. He tells us, be bgs renound'd nv Principle that ever he't Caſeof Al- 
excepting, one.in the Caſe of\ Refjtance 5 ſo:that, though! he be a fallible-legiance. 
Cxeature, yert,[ it. ſeems, he is but one. degree: beneath Infallibility... Pref. 

Burt. tho be may be viujtaken, yet this be is ſure of, That be-never aJed Caſcof Al- 
' with nure ſinoerity. in any Aﬀeir of his whole life, than be has.done in this Jeg12nce- 
matter, from the beginning to the end ; fox which I'will take 0 4912" ref 
for 1 Though be vert than cenſare-and judge him. : 7 

he. refus'd to.take the Oaths; yet be'newer engagd in ride 

dion egaiaftit nor mode it his buſineſs to diſſuade. men fronts! Bud: 
Ts he pot, _ big | or water's 64k d.,. declare bis: own Thonghts + ' 


againſi.it> And: was not; this:cnough: 
| 5 eat te Par, wheneer te oacontta, Frey ©. 
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An Examination of Dr. erlock's 


- declare his Thoughts ? Oracles are ſom MS dumb, and will give 
no Anſwer; butt "Was always e fo the 


Party. "And who'can think that he ever ſpake in vain? Who tar 
believe, that thoſe words which dropp'd frxem his mouth, and 
dropp'd into- the Ears of thoſe that admired him, and blindly be- 
lieved in” him-, could cver faif of making, or confirming Non- 
Swearers. / 


Hy by Fn 3 -t9 the C nent of Kin yhogs | en 
waryyand wy hou he” "The Government ſpeety i5 moiF'er 
; , As it was” when the Seven Right Reverend Biſhops were 


ent to the Tower; it-is almoſt as good, as it was when Father Pere 
was at the Helm, nay, I will be bold to ſay., it is very nigh as 
good, as'it was when he aſſiſted at the degrading of the Excellent 
Mr. Jobnſon. . But was;he not thankful co God for it ?-no; only. 
be bed'wo riff js. 2 Ede GEL. 15,3 

He prayed for King William. and ©xeen Mary. One would think, 
that had he prayed heartily for them in the Church, he would have: 
own'd them in a Court of Jaſtice, by taking the Oath of Allegi- 
ance to them: No, this he could not do; he Kill refuſed the Oaths 
ext of pure Principles of Conſtience: but however he prayed for them. 
And this wat a —_ of _mind'prepared to receive ſatisfatlion whenever: 
* was offered. "This 1 belleve, and I'doubt his Jefire of ſatiifattion 
bas ſecretly and inſenfibly diftorted bis Judgment :\ am ſure diſtorted 
it is. But is his Judgruent always diſtorted?” Was it diſtorted while 
he refufed the Oaths ? And is it diſtorted 'now he has taken them ?- 
Yes; foit isz his Judgment ſtood awry before, becauſe he was nd 
for King Wiliemand Queen Mary : and his Judgment-Ril anc 
awry, becauſe though ihe ſwears Allegiance to them, yet he doe 


. it. in a wrong ſenſe;:he ſwears to-them no otherwiſe, -than he: 
. would 'be. ready'+to' ſwear to any Uſurper , when ſetled in the 


Throne. - And:I'know not what elſe ſhould have thus difforted bis- 
Fudgment, unlcls it were-a deſire of ſatiifattion ; For the Prin-- 


_ - ciples, on- which he grounds his new Allegiance, are falſe and pre--. 
"cavious, and-will fatisfy.no man, who-has not: as great-a deſire of- 


ſatisfaction, as he himfelf had. | 
- But though he defired ſatisfaction, yet, ic ſeems; it did-not come- 
preſently to him : he did in his thoughts ever and anon make a. 
fiep.towards King Wilkane, but: ftill-his old Principles drew him- 
hack. andiin this-ftate of wavering-and-doubting he continued al- 
moſt; two. yoars 3. moying, forwards, and backwards3z looking- 
ſometimes on.King William; who-had God's:Authority ny of 
| Mp 
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as ſtrong as ever, - yet that; alene-could 


00 purpoſe 3 and Dr Oueral did: - ſervice to the.Church by _- 
ring what paſſed in'that venerable Afſembly,: for had it.not Dr 0verof 


been for his Convocation-Book, this Reverend Do&tor had forfeited oo yr Lag 


the exerciſy of bis Miniftry for a mere miſtake. But what were the won- ;;ns « 
ders; Rs Comvor ion: ook has wxought on him? why,.it ms = 
confirm'd bis former Notions , and. ſuggeſted ſome new 'thanghts to bim, that Con- 
which removed thoſe difficulties that-he cold uot conquer before. So that, OR 
it ſeerns, he would not have us think, he Ind all his good No- 7, 
tions fromthe Convocation-Book z no, he had many of them be- ,frer thar:. 
fore he read it,, and - that. Book. did only confirm them. And 
beſidey, all "this , he tells us, That -Tbe venerable Ambority of Preface. 
#.Convocation gave him greater freedom and /iberty of thinking, which the 
benfion of vel and finglarity had cramp'd before... And now the 
or ſwells,. and is. puffed up” wich. the Sacred, Authority of a. 
Convocation. His Soul was not. at. liberty .before' ; it was chain'd 
and ferter'd, and he was afraid to let bis thoughts:rove and: wan- 
- «der, but, now.he has the Convocation on his fide, -his thoughts 
axe at liberty, and he reſolves to, wander 3, and L likewiſe reſolve to. 
follow him, as far-as I ſhall ſee it neceſlary. 7 | : 
. At his firſt ſetting out, he. compliins that the Controrerſy is per- Page 1. 
ext; but I doubt, chat before I ſhall get to the end of-his Bouk, Caſe of 
hall have greater reaſou to complain, that he-has perplext it more. Allegianc:” 
But what is it that. has, perplexed the Controverte ? Why, ic is the 
intermixing the diſpute of Right, with the dty of Obedience :, as it we poge 1. 
could be-bound to obcy one who has--no right to our Obedience :. 
it_is 2 making the legal Kight of Princes to. theis Thrones, the orly.reaſon p: 1. 
and foundation of the Allegjance of Swhjefs :, and I would fain . know. 
what other foundation of Allegiance'there can. be ? For Algiance-Biſhop of | 
is. Obedience according 'to Law ; that is to ſay, not a blind and: abſolute Sarum'sPa- - 
Abedience, hut ſuch an Obedience as it defined and limited bythe Law, froral Lets 


-ter, p.6.. 
He. 
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of w_ that have —_ = the new ; Ob 
that a Legal Right F legis 
endeavonred to j ey the I Lee 7 f the 


ſeems-1s'become a Ons to puftify 


But why ſhould we not juſtify the Leal t'of Their preſent Ma- 
jeſiies ? "Why ſhould we, for the ſake of a $ Non-fw cares, betray 
our Caule , and _ O' -_ we believg 
Queen Mary ro be Ulurpers ? es twotealgns 7 letrong 

think he is a very bold Man that vel Sheds Ire —_ give o ow 
unreaſonable a thing. Now his Reaſc og a, It, Becauſe it is wn- 
fit to diſpute the Right? of Princes. 24, it js —_— | 


I.. Beeauſe "tis unfit to 4; iſpute the Rights of. Princes : at though 


it may not be fit to ditpute the Right of a Prince, when ſertled | 


on the Throne, yet it might have been! fit'to afſert it 3 though 
no. Government can it to be a ®a et it might have 
been his declared Opinion; one would think Mar he, "on of - 
titude to his Royal Patron, ſhould have own'd him to beRi 

ful Kin ng 3 z nay, methinks his intexeſt ſhould have prompted hi 
toit: For 

thought of, That if K, William have not alegal Ri Righeto the C bk 
Dr. W. Sherlock, can have no legal Right to the ſterſhip 0 
Temple: For *tis the Law alone, chath inveſts King Yilliam _ uy 
Power to beſtow theſe Preferments 3 and therefore if the King be | 
cnly King de fade, that is, in his ſenſe, an Uſurper, I know = 
how the Dodtor will be able to make out, that he is any 

than de fas Maſter of the Temple., without a Legal 4/0 
his Place. A froward Prince would hardly bear. ſuch ill trear- 
ment as this, Pm fure his Legal King would not; and a mild - 
King does not deſerve it from him. T doubt not but he has done. 
= deal of miſchicf ( though.I do not fay he cf it } 


I muſt tell hit, there is this in the caſe, Thich he lietle 


ling to take the Oaths 3 And did it become bing to bis 


=_ 


& 


not unneceſſary 
i podiing more 
: recogniz'd' their Title Bur it feems- A Patn 
did a. very. needleſs hin, and wanted this Dodtor to-give them- 
bettt? Advice ;. for he that can fit_ in his Study, and chere make 
jo dvr ne at his tongs may "AY be fit to give Coun- 


| ThatAllegia 
ing J t we differ a ot 
ſi atioit and por pr of oy 0 e thinks that we ought 
the conſideration of into the Settlement of Government ; page 18; 
for he Ys, A Prince may be ſets phy Fmgpty prcleg,tw Right, 
Aid ivbes be is ſo ol bn 4 bi ar Kg, ad onr Obedi- 
_ and 1 cannot be :\ The bis Allegi- 
rg By due tq one aſe bas no oo 1 Reks't Govern bim ; - 
ſo, t.I owe Allegiance to none but him who has the Rog 


wy 7 that! therefore do thels two things : 


r. Lot give my own Opinion, with. the Grounds and Rea 
'of it.” 
2. I ſhall Exatnine his. 


Lf half E Er ihe Grounds and Rial of of 


wy. "> 


lowis = << tions ; 

pans — gto 
can have. tto my Alley ho] is not” 
tions are, 1 -_ in themſelyes - 


Sherlock's 


4 — IS Dr. 


' fo the many inflances | 
Prince Abdicated the Government, and. the 
. and Prin- op they aſſe the ſeveral Rights of 


ble de that bis Hiphut "the Prince of Ora 
the violation of their ' and from 
Laws and Liberties ; they reſolve, The Willem ans: Mary 
Princeſs of Orange, be,. and be declared King Poeekary 
| France and treland, and tbe Dominions Jour «Ho onging: And the 
1*. Willie! Prince and Princeſs of Orange, at the Requeſt, and by t Adtice UA the 
24 & Ma- Lords and Commint , did accept the Crown and Royal Dignity of K 
rie. cl. and Tuenof En nd, France end Ircland , and the Daminions js, | 
Territories thereto belonging. They did accept the Crown, they did 
_ ſnatch it by force and violence; They were no Conquerors, no 

Urprers. . . _ 

And afterwards, in an. A& paſt Decetber 16; 168g; the fame Par- 
liament recogniz'd their Title in theſe words ; - The Lirds Spiritaal 
and Tempvral, ant Commons, ſeriouſly confidtring how it bath Pleas'd Al- 
mighty God in bis marvellogs Providence, and merciful Goodneſ7 to this No- 
tion, to provide, and preſerve Their ſaid Majefties Royal Perſoris moſt hap- 
pily to reign over ut. upon the Throne of. Their Anceſtors ( for” nico 
render unto bim from 1be bottom of their hearts the bumbleft thanks 
praiſes) do truly, firmly, aſſnredly , and in +be fincerity of Freny- rs 
think,, and do hereby recoguize , acknowledge and declare , That King 
James the Second having abdicated the Government, and Their "Y 
baving accepted the Crown and Royal Dignity, Their ſaid Majeſties Jid be-' 
come, were, and are, and of right ought to be by the Laws of thir Realm. 
oxer Sovereign, Liege Lord and Lady, CR ns and \ Joven of Englapd, 
France and tretand; 'and the Dominions in, fo 
whoſe Printely Perſons the Royal |Statt, $-nhomjs and D, nity pt the ſid 
Realms, with all Honours, itles, &c. to the ſame þ 

" gaining, are moſt dg rightfully ond. imirely iroefled and. ww | | 
wnted and anne (org Z 

And when that Parliament was. diffolygd, and a a he "ME 
moncd 'to meet at Weſtminſter , chere* was 9 new. Recogniripn* "of 
Their Title in theſe words, We Toxr Majefties moſt Humble le and-Loyel. 
 Suljelie, the Lords 4 ans and ' Temporal, and Commong, in this pre- 


oO Og 


- Cafe of the Alltgiance,- &e. 


ſent Parliament Aſſembled, do beſeech Tour Moſt Excellent Majeſties, that 
it may be publiſh'd and declar'd in this High Court of Parliament, and 
Enatted by Authority of the ſame, That we do recognize, and acknowledg 
Tour Majefties were, are, and of Right _ to. be by the Laws of this 
Realm, our Sovereign Liege Lord and Lady, King and Deen of Eng- 
land, France and Ireland, &c. | 

And if this be not a 1 Title, I know not what a Legal Title 
' means. It is-as good a Title as Edward the Confeſſor had; as 
good a one, as W.1. W.2. Hen 1. —— Hen.2, K. John, Hen. 3. 
Edw. 3. Hen. 4,5, 6, 7. Q. Mary, or Q.:Elizabeth, ( one or other 
of thoſe two Queens) either had, or could pretend to; and theſe, 
whom [I have mentioned, had as truly a Legal Right tothe Crown, 
as any of the reſt whom I make no mention of : And the true 

| Reaſon why I inſtance in theſe, is this, Becauſe'it is certain that 
none of theſe were Kings by any Divine Right of Succeſſion. 
If Proximity of Blood be abſolutely necefſary to a Legal Title, 
then Edw. the Confefſor had none; for when he aſcended the 
Throne, Edgar Atbeling, his Elder Brother's Son, was alive. Then 
W. 1; had none, both becauſe he was illegitimate, and alſo becauſe 
. - Edgar Atheling was ſtill living. | Then W. 2. and Hen. 1. could have 
none, while their Elder Brother Robert, was living» Then K. Ste- 

ben could have none; for the Right of Blood was in Mzed-the 

mpreſs, Hr. the tir's Daughter. Then Hey. 2. could have none, 
ſo long as his Mother Maxd was alive. Then K. Jobn could have 
none ; for Artbur, his Elder Brother's Son, had all the Right that 
. Proximity of Blood could give, Then Hey. 3. could have none, 
at leaſt, not before the 24th year of his Reign or thereabouts ; at 


_ . what time Eleanor, Siſter to Prince Arthur, died. Then Edw. 3. 


could have none, during the Life of his unfortunate Father Edpp. 2. 


” who was Depos'd. Then Hen. 4,5, 6,7. could have none, there . 
being another Family which had: the proximity of Blood on their 
ſide. Then Q. Mary, or Q. Hizabeth, Coneor other of them) could 
have none; for it 13,certaiiythat one of the two muſt be illegitimate, 
becau'e Katherine, Q. Mary" Mother, was living at the time when 
. Eliz.zbeth was boxn: Andyet we do not find that any Learned 
and Pious Biſhops, or any otftex dignitied Clergy-men, ever refuſed 
to accept of Eccletiaſtical Prefermentsfrom any of the foremention- 
ed Princes, and to ſwear Allegiance” to them. Nor-can it 'be faid, 
that they ſwore Allegiance fo'themas to Kings de fatio, but nor de 
ure; at lealtwiſe, this cannot be affirmed of- thoſe who lived be- 
fore the Reign of Edw. 4. for then aroſe this diltindtion, and not 
| - ; 


before. 1khe 


An Examination'of Dr. Sherlock's 


The Scotch Parliament calls this a Villanous diſtintion: I think I 
may ſay, it is a diſtin&ion that is not-well grounded ; for it ſeems 


s tome to be founded on a falle Principle, That Proximity of Blood gives 


Page Io. 


ſuch an indefeaſible Right or Title to the Crown, that be, whois next on the 
Royal Line, whatever his natural or moral incapacities are, cannot be barr'd4 
from ſucceding to the Throne : Which is directly contrary to a Statute 
made inthe 13th of Q. Eliz, eb. 1. wherein it js affirmed, That the 
King, Lords, and Commons, bave right to lemit and bind the Crown of this 
' Realm,and the Deſcent, Inberitance, and Government thereof : And *twas by 
the ſaid Statute made Treaſen, during the Life of that , to 
hold, afhrm, or maintain the contrary 3 and, after her deceaſe, for- 
feiture of Goods and Chattelsz and I know not of any Law of God 
that the Queen and Parliament broke when they made that Statute. 
A King de fade is not, as the DeRtor imagines,an Uſurper, but hejs 
a Lawful King; Heis one to whom our Allegiance is due, (as ap- 
pears from a Statute made in the 1 1th of Hen. 7. ch. 1.) and Allegi- 
ance is due to none, but him-who has a Legal Right 3 for Allegiance | 
is Obedience according to Law, and conſ{cquently muſt be paid to him 
to whom the Law dixecs us to pay it z and to ſay that the Law di- 
reds us to pay our Obedience to one, who has no Legal Right to 
it, docs not ſound well. | | 
4.It follows from hence, that our Allegiance is due to K.YViliam 
and Q Mary; for it is due to a Lawful King, and ir has been ſhew'd, 
That Their Majefties are Lawful and Rightful King and Queen. 
And this is the foundation of my Allegiance. 


IT. I muſt now examin. Dr.Sberlock's Opinion concerning this 
maſcter, ' | | 
His notion is this, That all Sovereign Princes, who are ſettled intheir © 
Thrones.are plac'd there by God,and o_ with bis Anthority,and there- 
fore muſt be abeyed by all Subjefis as the Minifters of God, without enquirin 
into their Legal Right and Title tothe Throne, And he tells us, That : 
Convocation has deterndin'd two great points,whereon this whole Controverſy 
turns : 1. That thoſe Princes, who bave no-Legal Right to their Thrones, 
may yet bave God's Amtbority. 2. That when they aret ly ſatled in 
their Thrones, they are inveſted with God's Autbority,and muſt be reverenc'd 


nd obeyed by all, who live within their Territories and Dominions, as well 
Priefts as People. | , 

This is his Doctrine, 4nd this, fays he, I will endeavour to prove 
from the Authority of Scripture and Reaſon. 


Scrip- 


w » oy Se 3 
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Caſe of the Allegiance, &c. 


Scripture and ReaſonT am always repay to hear;he that bringsme 
a plain Scripture proof,commands my atlent; and he that gives me 2 
good Reafon, will cafily perſnade me; Andtherefore though the Ve- 
nerable Authority of a Convocation fiands in the front of his 
Book, y<t I intend it ſhall Lackey after his Reaſons, and his Scrip- 


ture Proofs. 
SECT: L 


Dr. Shertock's Proofs from Seripture and Reaſon 
| Examined. - 


'LS Proofs from Reaſon and Scripture muſt, he ſays, neceſſarily be . 

KL intermixt, and interwoven with each other ; and to ſet the matter 
in as clear a light as be can, be reduceth the whole. into the Propofitions 
Jiuping: | ws OE 

Prop. 1. That all Civil Power and Authority is from God, &c. This is 
loofly expreſſed, and in general terms, and may be allow'd to be in 
ſome ſenle true,and therefore I will let it paſs,and will defire him to 
conlider, that ſo is every thing from God,cxcept Sin; ſoare Riches 
and Honcurs from God. tho Men beſtow them ; fois the Do&or 
himſelf from God, tho his Father begat him z- and fo is his. Book 
from God ; for God gave him Power to write it, though I donot 
think, God gave him any Authority. 

Prop. 2. Civil Power and Authority is no otherwiſe from God, than as 
God gives this Power and Authority to particular. perſons, &c. A great 
diſcovery this! That God does in ſome fenſe give whatever 
may be ſaid in any ſenſe to come from him ;. as if a creature could 
ſnatch any thing his Creator againſt his will, But how is 
Civil Power and Authority from God ? And how does he give 

"Civil Power and Authority to particular perſons ? He tells us, 
+ Prop. 3. There are but three ways whereby God gives this Power and 
Amthority to any perſons 5, either 

I. By Nature; Thus Parents have a natural ſuperiority. over their Chil- 
dren: but by what bounds this Paternal and Patriarchal Authority was li- - 
mized, we cannot tell ;; "tis in vain to enquire after it now : And ſo he has 
taken his leave of Sir Robert Filmer's Patriareha. - | 

2. By @ particular nomination Thut God made Kings only in Jewry ; 
but this does not at all. concern us. | 


B 2 3. By 


' 4n Examination of Dr. Sherlock's 
3+ By the diſpoſals of bis Providence : That God Governs the World, 
I am very ſure, for his Worl affures me of it z and *tis the greateſt 
comfort of my Life, to conſider that there is a Wiſe, Juſt and Good 
God whoRules the World, But how does he Rule the World?How 
does he ſet up and pull down Kings, and bring about the great 
Revolutions and Changes of Governments? Does God preſcribe to 
any people a form of Government ? Does he appoint or dictate 
the particular Laws of each Country ? Does he nominate the Su- 
preme Magiſtrate ? Does he ſet bounds to the Supreme Governor's 
Power ? No, he docs none of theſe things 3 but leaves them to the - 
Reaſon and Prudence of Men. But yet God is not altogether un- 
concern'd ; he does not fit on his Throne in Heaven a mere Speda- ' 
' tor of human Afﬀairs, without ever intermedling in them : But he 
interpoſes, as becomes a Wiſe Govemor of the World, by direing 
- and guiding the minds; by moving and inclining, - by checking” 
and reſtraining the wills of his creatures in an unknown manner. 
How, or in what manner he dire&s the greater and the leſſer 
Wheels of Providence, we cannot tell ; but that he does dire&t 
them, is not to be doubted. SO Eage 
_ In the general, I think we ought to lay down this Rule,Never to 
- aſcribe to God any thing that is unworthy of him; that is diſagreea- 
ble to his Wiſdom, or Falbice, or Equity, or Goodneſs; and there- 
fore fince his Divine Laws are full of Wiſdom, Equity, Juſtice, and 
Goodneſs, we ought never to think that he who has oblig'd Man- 
kind by ſuch excellent Laws, does by any ſecret influence move 
them to a violation of them. He indeed ſees the unruly Wills and : 
Aﬀedtions of Men, and knows that they will abuſe the Power they 
have, and unjaſtly catch at more to oppreſs their Brethren z and he 
in his Wiſdom permits ſometimes that they ſhould attain their wick- 
ed ends; but when ever he does fo, we muſt not take. it for a mark 
of his approbation 3 nor argue thus, That becauſe they proſper, 
therefore God is pleaſed with their doings; for he will certainly, 
ſooner or later, puniſh them for what_they do. But you'll ſay,when 
an Uſurper proſpers, and aſcends the Throne, and is ſetled in it, 
Does not God then make him a King, and inveſt him with his 
Authority ? No ſuch matter; he is ſtill a private Man, without 
Right to Kingly Government, unleſs an Unjuft ation ean create a 
Right. But though an unjuſt ation cannot create a Right, yet God 
can give him a Right. True z But how ſhall I know that he does ſo? 
That, fays the Doctor, you may know by the event; if you ſee him 
able to cruſh whom he pleaſes, and ſeated upon the Royal m_ | 
| | ure 


—— 
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afſure your ſelf, that God has ſet him up,and made him a King; for 


will, and ſetteth up over it the baſeſt of Men. Now in anſwer to this, 

I allow the Door, that God does in ſome ſenſe ſet up a Tyrant ; 

| but then I defire him to conſider, that Satan likewiſe ſets him up, 
and wicked Men ſet him up, and he ſets up himſelf. He ſets up him- 

ſelf by abuſing the Power he has, by encreaſing it more and more 
through his reſtleſs Ambition, and by raiſing of Forces to gain tte 
Sovereign Power. And wicked Men ſet him up, by giving him af- 
fiſtance for the accompliſhing of his wicked defigns ; not that they 

love to be Slaves, but they are willing to enſlave others, and tyran- 

nize over them. And Satan ſets him up, by tempting him to get the 
Sovereign Power, and make himſelf a God upon Earth. And laſtly, 

God ſets him up 3 But how does God ſet him up ? Why, God gives 

. him thoſe natural powers and faculties both of Mind and Body, 

x which fit him for great Undertakings; and morcover he in his Pro- 
vidence gives him many favourable opportunities for cncrealing his 
Wealth, and enlarging his Power, and firengthning his Interelt a- 
monegſt his Fellow Subjects: And theſe are a Ladder, by which he 

may poſſibly climb to the Sovereignty. And though God has in his 

Word forbidden him to invade the Rights of others, and advance 
himſelf to the Throne by unjuſt means, yet he permits him to do 


therto ſhalt thou come, but no further ; and here ſhall thy proud waves be 
ftayd; could ealily reſtrain an Ambitious Uſurper, and ſtop him 
from aſcending the Royal Throne ; yet he, for wiſe ends, ſuffers 
him to go on and proſper in his unjuſt Enterprizes. Thus God ſets- 
up a Tyrant, (but gives him no Authority) and the Devil fets him 
vp , and wicked Men ſet him up, and he ſets up himſelf. And 
this is agreeable to the Style and Langnage of Scripture, which tells 
us in one place, That Satan ſtood wp againſt Vrael, and provoked Da- 


vid to number I{raelz And in another place, That the anger of the Lord 3 CO 


2 Sam. 24. 


was kindled againſt [{racl, :and be moved David againſt them, to ſay, Go 
number Iſrael and Judah ; So that here the ſame. ſinful Action is in 
words aſcribd to God and Satan , for bbth are here faid to have 
mov'd David to number T/rael, and the word in the Original is in 
both places the ſame ; it is T\D?, which Ggnifiesto Seduce, Entice, 

/ orPerſuade; and who will think that God: does perſuade or en- 
tice men to fin, otherwiſe than by giving Satan permiſion and leave: 
to tempt and entice them ? 


Well then, God never ſets up Ulſarpers fo as :to. give FE 
| | utho- 


the muft high ruleth in the Kingdom of men, and giveth it to whomſoever he Dan. ,; 8 


ſo; though he, who ſets bounds to the raging Sea, And ſays, Hi- Jeb38.2n: 


P. 


P. 13. 


An Examination of Dr. Sherlock's 
Authority z and therefore that is very falſe which Dr. Sherlock deli- 

vers for a certain truth, viz. That God never ſuffers an Aſpiring Prince 
to aſcend the Throne, but when be thinks fit to make him King ; for he is 
not made a King upon his aſcending the Throne, nor has he any Re- 
gal Authority , unleſs the Dr. can prove, that barely to aſcend the 
Throne, is to be a King : And when he can prove that, Pll under- 
take to make out, That to aſcend the Temple-Pulpit,is to be Maſter 
ot*the Temple ; and then he muſt have a care of getting another to 


3. preach for him. But, ſays he, wnleſs all Kings are ſet up by God, and 


inveſted with his Authority, we can never know what Kings have God's Au- 
thority, who thoſe are whom we mu't obey ont of Conſcience, and whom we 
muſt_not obcy. -Which is juſt as if one ſhould fay, Unleſs every one 
that comes up into the T emple-Pulpit be Maſter of the Temple, one 
cannot beable to know, who is, and who is not Maſter of the Tem- 
ple. One would admire that one, who has ſo good a faculty of ex- 
plaining Myttcrics, thould not be able to diſtinguiſh between a King; 
and a Tyrant, nor know the difference between Accepting, and 
Snatching of a Crown. 

Prop. 4. All Kings are equally rightful with reſpe& to God. This I 
utterly deny. For God ſurely fees and knows, that one aſcends the 
Throne by Fraud, and Perjury, and Vioknce, and Oppreſhion, 
and Murther ; and that ancther is freely choſen by the Voice of the 
People, for the great eſteem they have of his Juſtice, and Valour,. 
and other noble Qualities that fit him for the exerciſe of, Sovereign 
Power, Now will any man ſay.that a Holy and JuſtGod makes no di- 
ſtin&ion between theſetwo? Will any man affirm,that God puts no 
difference” between one that enters by the Door into the Sheepfold, 


and another that climbs up ſome other way ? Between the Shep- 


herd who feeds the Sheep, and a Thief or Robber that comes to 
ſteal them ? Men do not judge them to be equally. Rightful 
Kings, and yet Men judge by a Rule that God has given 
them, wiz. the Rule of right Reaſon z and why ſhould we think 
that God judges otherwiſe in this Caſe, than Men do? Men, who 
judge thus, are not miſtaken in their Judgments; and I do not fee 


- any reaſon, why God, who cannot be miſtaken, ſhould not judge 


in this Caſe as Men, who are not miſtaken, do. In ſhort, If Men, 
who think an Ulſurper is not a Rightful King, be not miſtaken, it 
is reaſonable to-conclude , God thinks fo too; and on the other 


"hand, Tf God thinks an Ulſurperto be as much aRightful King as 


any other, methinks this ſhould be a very gaod Reaſon for us to 
think ſo too: For if we think as God thinks, we ſhall not err in 
. our 


AA 
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our thonghts. But how does he prove that all Kings are equally 
rightful with reſpe& to God ? Becauſe , ſays he, they are plac'd in 

the Throne by God. And are they not plac'd.in the Throne by Men? 

is not the hand of Man viſible in this matter ? Nay, is not the 

hand of Man the only viſible hand ? and do not the hands of vio- 

lent Men ſet the Cxown on the Head of an Uturper ? and does he 

think, that ſuch a one is with reſpe& to God as Rightful a King, as 

God's Anointed King David was ? I grant, that if God were the 

only Perſon that plac'd Princes in the Throne ; if he did always 
himſelf put the Sept into their hands, and by a Voice from 
Heaven, or an expreſs nomination, made Kings; there would then 

be no queſtion, but all would be equally Rightful Kings, though 

not cqually good ones: As Sans Title was as good as that of Da- 

vid, though he was not fo good a King. But ſince Men are con- 

cern'd in advancing Princes to the Throne, and they may, and do 

often, by unjuſt means place them thereon ;, to ſay that all Kings 

are equally Rightful with reſpe& to God, is to ſay that God has no 

regard to the finful Means that axe us'd to ſet up ſuch Kings ; it is 

to confound the Notions of Good and Evil, of Right and Wrong, ® 

and to turn the World intq a mere Bedlam. Add to this, That if 

all Kings were equally Rightful with reſpe&t to God, then why x 
ſhould he cormplain as he did, They beve ſet up Kings, but not by me z, Hoſ. 8. 4, 
they have made Princes, and I knew it not ? Since, it what this Au- 

thor affirms , be true, God himſelf ſet up the Kings which they 

ſg, 5 ſet up, and made the Princes which they made; and did as truly 

make them, As if they bad been expriſly nominated , and anointed by P. 13. 
aP at God's Command, as Saul and David were. 

o conclude this Head, If all Princes when they are advanced to 
the Throne, by what means'ſoever they are lifted. up above theic 
Brethrgn, be equally Rightful Kings, then ſurely they have equal- 
ly a Commiſſion from God, tc a& as Kings ; but Uſurpers have 
| no Commitſon at all from God to rule his peoplez they have no 

| ; Authority, and they can have none, unleſs God's word has loſt its 
| Authority 3 for I'm ſure, that forbids all unjuſt Ufurpations, and 
thereby plainly tells us, That Ufurpers have no Authority, unleſs 
God ſhould give them Authority to do what he in his Word has 
forbidden ; which I hope the Doctor will not affirm. 

Prop. 5. The diftindion then between a King de Jure, and a King de 
FaQo, relates only to Humane Laws, &c. If by a King de Fadtoz he 
means, as it is plain he does, an Ulurper 3 and by a King de Fere, 
2 Righcul King z 1 grant, that if the foxegoing Propoſition were 
true, 


# 
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true, this would be true too; for if all Kings be equally Rightfu 
with reſpe& to God, then all Kings are Kings de Jare with reſpe&t 
to God ; and conſequently, as he fays, the diſtinCtion of a King de 
Fare and de Fatto would relate only to Humane Laws : So that here 


| 1s nothing elſe aſſerted in this Propoſition, but what was in the for- 


mer. Oalyl muſt tell him what I have obſerv'd already ; That 
this diſtinction is not to be allowed with reſpet to Humane 


| Laws); for in England, whoever is a King de Fatto, is alſo a King 


de Jure, for he has a right to our Allegiance. 

Prop. 6. Ie can bave but one King at a time; I'll give him this, and 
1 hope King William is the Doctor's King, E 

Prop. 7. He is our King, who is ſetled in the Throne in the aftual 
Adminiſtration of Sovereign Power, &c. It he means by ſetled, legally 
ſetled, I agree with him; otherwiſe I deny it. For I know of no 
other Settlement, but a Legal one, that can make a King: A Setcle- 
ment without Law, which the Doctor ſpeaks of, is the Settlement 
not of a King, but of a powerful Uſurper : *tis juſt ſuch a Sertle- 
ment as a Thief may have for a time, who breaks open another 


®Man's Houſe, and turns him out, and takes poſſeſſion of it. 


Prop.'S. Allegiance is due only to the King. This 1 freely give him. 


. And from hence he concludes, That we muſt pay or Allegiance to him 


who is our King, though without a Legal Right. His Suppolition is 


falſe ; for he ſuppoſes, that one may be his King without a Legal 


Right, which 1 deny: He may be, and is an Uſurper, who has no 
Legal Right, but he is not our King : he is a private Man, intru- 
ding himſelf into a publick Othce, which he is net call'd to : and 
no Allegiance is due to him. | ; 
But, lays he, our Allegiance is due to bim who is our King, though 
without a Legal Right, becauſe Allegiance is due only to God's Amthorty, 
not to a bare Legal Title without God's Antbortty. Here he ſeparates 
two things, which do always go together 3 a Legal Right,-and 
God's Authority ; for God does not give Authority to any, but 
thoſe who have a Legal Right. I-grant, that God may nominate 
Kings if he pleaſes, and then doubtleſs they would have his Au- 
thority without a Legal Right ; nor would they need any Legal 
Right, ſince they would have a Divine Right, which would be ber- 
ter. But ſince he does not nominate any Kings, as he formerly 
did in Fewry, we have no way to know who has God's Authority, 


- but by knowing who.has. the Legal Right. 


SECT: 
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An Examination of ſame other Reaſons ind Arguments, 
arg d by Dr. Sherlock for the further Confirmation of 
his Doftrine, contain'd in his 4th Seftion. 


I. E obſerves, That the Scripture has given us no Direftions in 

this Caſe, but to ſubmit and pay at the Allegiance of Sub- 
jefs to the oe Powers. Nor was it neceſſary that the Scrip- 
ture ſhould give us any other diretions in this caſe ; for why may 
not Reaſon without Scripture direct us in this caſe, as it did di- 
ret Men before the Epiltle of St. Paw! to the Romans was writ- 
ten ? But Scripenre, he ſays, makes no diftinftion, that ever be 
could find, between rightful Kings and Vſurpers. And what then ? 
Scripture makes no diſtinftivon that I can find, between my 
right Hand and my Left ; but a little Senſe and Reaſon will 
teach . me. to diſtinguiſh. Was it neceſlary for the Apoſtle, 
when he. taught, Let every Soul be ſubjefF to the higher Powers, 
to have added, 5f they be rridly the Digher Powers ; but if they be 
not the higher Pawers, No nced not be ſubjett to them? Was 
it needfu], when he ſaid, Servants obey your Maſters , to have 
immediately ſubjoin'd this; 5f they be really your Maſters z but 
if they be not your Maſters, you need not obey thm? Was 
it neceſlary, when. he gave this general Command, Wives 


ſubmit your ſqlves to. your own Huzsbands, to haye immedi- 


ately added, 5f they be indeed. your own Huzband:; but if they 
be nat your Hutbands, you need not ſubmit your elves to them ? No 


- more was it neceffary for the Apoſtle to diſtinguiſh between a 


rightful King and an Uſurper 3 becauſc every one that has but, 
common Senſe and Reaſon, can do this with caſe, without Apo+- 
ſtolical help.  AnUſurper of Royzl Power, is not-to be reckoy'd 
amongſt St. Pau/'s higher Powers nor is he any niore my King, 
as being nor callcd to that Office, than he can be called my Ma- 


- ſter, with whom I have made no Contratt : And therefore to 


ſay, the, Apoſtle bere ſpeaks only of lawfel Powers is. not ( as he ſays ) 


gratis dium, it being the only reaſonable interpretatiqa thac. 


» 


the words can'bear. l 


Had there (ſays he ) been any ſuch Rule before given, to ſubmit” 


to lawful Powers, but not to ſubmit to Vſurpers, there had been ſome 
GC pretence 


QEIERE: 
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pretence for underſtanding St. Paul's all Power of all ” by Power ; but 
there being nothing like this any where in Scripture, if be bad intended 
any ſuch diftinttion, be onghn to have ſaid it in expreſs words,or elſe no 
Body could reaſonably bave underſtood him, . to intend this Troy of 
Subjefbionro the bigher Powers, only of Powers that bad' a legal Right. 
Nay, on the contrary, ſay I, if St. Paul had not intended any 
ſuch diſtintion, he ſhould in -expreſs words have farbidden 
ſuch a diſtinction 3 he ſhould Have cold us that we ought not to 
diſtinguiſh. between rightful Kings and Uſurpers; for that we 
ſhould rhus diſtinguiſh, Reaſon will teach ns ; but that we ſhould 
not diſtinguiſh, can be 'only Matter of Faith. 1 would think 
my Obedience due to an Uſurper, if I had plain Scripture for- 
ic; but Reaſon, I am ſure, does not teach it. The Dottor him- 
ſelf formerly taught, that when St. Paul ſays, Al Power « of 
God, he means only legal Power ; and: that I believe was a true 
Expoſition of the Text : But it ſeems he has now renounced. it, 
as he tells us in his. Preface to the Caſe of Allegiance, 8&c. and I 
know no other reaſon he has for ſo doing, butonly this, becauſe 
it cannot ſtand with his new DoCtrine. | 
The Criticiſm, he ſays, btween vous and: iEgoie, will not ds + 

No matter for that, I lay no weight upon it ; and 


| yet by the 
- by, I muſt tell him, SWvcpus and ifsoia do differ in proper ſpeak: 
ing; for the former is Power, whether legal or no ; the latter;- 


is only legal Power, or Authority. 

What he ſays, That 5f St. Paul bad meant only legal Powers, then 
3n order to the ſulfiling of this Precept, it would be neceſſary for Sub- 
jefts to examine the Tules of Princes, and to that end'to be well 
skill dinthe Hiſtory and Laws of a Nation, &c. is ſo weak an Ob- 
jeCtion, that it neither needs,nor deſerves an Anſwer : For hongh 


he willnot take the Judgment of two Parliaments, that have de- 


clared King Wilkem and Queen Afary. to be lawful King and 

Queen of England; yet others think it reaſonable.to reſt ſatif- 

fed with their Declaration. FY | 7 | 
What be adds concerning the Titks of the Roman Emperors 


Engaizy in- 18 St. Pans Time, That they were either ſtark naught, or doubtful,” 
zo the 2Ra- | cannot allow ; for ſince both the People and Senate bad acknow- 
fpes-of 0- ledged the Power, that Augvſtus bad indeed _ uſurped ; it be- 


came Legal, when it was thus ſubmitted.to and” confirmed both by Se- 
nate and People, and it was eftabliſhed in his Faniily by a long Pte 


fſeriptien, when this. Epiſtle was written. 


But* 
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- - But he goes on; and tells us, That the: Reaſon the Apoſtle gives 
for ſubmiſſion to bigher Powers, is not alegal Rs ©: bur che Avcboriry 
i _ Fo _ | anferer, That the Autboricy of God dous 
uppolſe a legal Right, gl no Authority to any one to 

eover others, who are not legally 'de to-the "A 
God's Authority. is, I conceive, a. Divine Right : Now we 
may diſtinguiſh of a Divine Right; for, © -- - | | 
1. A Prince may have a Divine Right to aſcend the Royal 
Throne : Such a Divine Right as this Saul and David had, who 
were expreſly marked out by God 3 and ſuch a Divine Right: 
would any Priace have, if God ſhould make any.declaration in 


favour of him. But th4 frojoce of a Divine Delegation can be _ __ 

e who are thus exprefly markgd out ;, and rg 4 
been ever made in favour of them or their Families ;, nor does it  ap- _ 
pear reaſonable to conclude, from their being in poſſeſſion, that- it is &cc. 


carried no further, thantot 
« unjuſtly claimd by thoſe who can prove no ſuch Declaration to have 


the Will of God that it ſhould be ſo: Thig juſtifies gil Uſurpers when 
they are ſuccesful. = | ; 


2. A Prince may have a Divine Right to ſecure him in the. 


poſſeſſion of the Throne z ſuch a Divine Right has every Prince 
that has a legal Right ;-and indeed every private Man has ſach a 
Divine Right to ſecure -him in the poſſeſſion of - that which is bis 


by Law. And though a Man has. no Divine Right to bis Property, hid. 


but has acquir'd it ane Means, ſuch 4s Succeſſion or Induſtry : 
yet be Nox. + take for the enjoyment of it nes ag For Right - 
So though Princes bave no immediate Warrams from Heaven, euber 
for their Original Titles, or for the extent of them, yet they are {c- 
car d in the poſſeſſion of them by the Principles and Knules of natural 

Relipton, | | I EL 
| Our S aviour's Argument, ſays he, relies wholly on the poſſeſſion. of 
Pow:r : Whoſe Image and Super ſcription basit ? In anſwer to this, 1 
will only give him Dr. Zammond's Comment -vpon the place : 
© The coining of Mony is part of the Supream Power, oc Regal 
© Prerogative, incommunicable to any other”; and your acknow- 
© ledging this to be the Currant Coin ſuppoſes Ceſar, whoſe Sig- 
© nature it bas, to be your lawfpl Prince, to whom therefore 
©the Tribute is due, as to the. legal ProteCtor of your Civil 

© Commerce : Laok' therefore upon your Coin for the ſtatin 
© your Queſtion, whoſe Image or Signature it-has on it. And: 
© when they confeſs'd it to be the Roman Emperor*s Image, our 
£ Sayiour thence concluded, Render therefore un'o Ceſar the things 
iD gf GC 2 : © that 
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© that it Ciſar's; you that acknowledy Cefar*s Suy cy over 
* the Jews, ought not to diſpute, but pay 'him that Tribits 
© which is due to hinras _ kDa S RAS 
- 1L Thieg he ſays, gives the eaſieſt nd moſt ineligible ueconie 
the Original of Humane Government, that all Power is from God: 
All Men do not think the Account he gives of Government is ſo 
eaſy and intelligible z but ir matters not how eaſy and intelligi- 
ble it is, if it be not true. 

Ill. This Doftrine, he ſays, # founded on the ſame Principle with 
the Dottrine of Non-reſift ance or Paſſive-Obtdience. Is it fo? then 
it has a very weak Foundation, and there is good hope it will 
not ſtand loug ; for” Paſſive Obedience, as taught by bim, is 
knock'd down. And 1 wonder much that Dr. Sherlock would 
reprint his Book intitled the ' Caſe of Reſiſtance of the Supream 
Powers ftated, &c. without taking any notice of Mr. Fohnſfon's 
Remarks upon it. But he thinks he may well deſpiſe that An- 
thors Books, tho written with Judgment ; becauſe the Author 
bimſelf, after all his Merits, is fo little regarded. 


| | SECT. UW... - 
Reaſons and Objetions againſt Dr. Sherlock's Doftrine. 


G —=_ Firſt ObjeCtion that 1 ſhall make, is'an ObjeAion that 
he himſelf rais'd againſt his own Doftrine ; but'I think 

he has not well anſwered ir, and therefore it ſtill remains an Ob- 

jection againſt him; I will deliver it in his own Words. © 

This makes a Prince loſe bis Right by being netoriouſly injur*d ; for 
if 4 proſperous Uſurper gets into the Throne, ſettles bimſelf 
there, God has taken avay his Crown, and given it to another, and 
therefore he ought not to attempt the recovery of bis Throne, (nor any 
other Prince to aſſiſt him in it ) which « to oppoſe God, and to challenge 
that, which he has no longer any Right to. | . 

This is the Doctor?s own Objeftion, and TI think *tis a very 
ſtrong one ; let us hear what he ſays toit; for I do not think 
he has given a ſatisfaftory Anſwer. | | 

He anſwers, That the Providence of God alters no Legal Rights, 
nor forbids thoſe who are diſpoſſeſt of them to recover them if they can. 
While ſuch a Prince tu in the Throne, it is a Declaration of God's Will 
that be ſhall reign forr ſome time, longer or ſhorter, as God pleaſes 3 

. an 


\ 


> y P : ; . 
aid the is a1 Oblig tion 30 Subjells to ſubmis > but that one Prince is 
& profen plas'd in the Throm, and the other remov'd pork #0 does 
wer prove that it is Gods Will is ſhould br « fo, therefore 
does net diveſt tbe EA Prigns of Be X0" he, and Claim 

id bim- to endeavonr to recover bis Thrent, 


, who 
are under no Oblig ation to the Prince in Poſſeſſion,to affift the db/peſſeſſed 


nor forbid theſe 
Prince 10-rtcourt his Legal right. 


-* Tothis[ reply, 
1. The Dottor. owns - that the diſpoſſeſs*'d Prince, who had 
God*s -Anthority, has loſt it; and methinks he ſhould own roo, . 
that he has loſt his Legal Right ; for either the Authoriry muſt 
{tay with the Legal Right, or the Legal Right muſt'go away with 
the Authority 3 unleſs the DoCtor will ſay that God Almightity 
$ Legal 


| has not Authority todeprive a Pringe of Right. And if 
fo,l-ask the Doctor, From whom eld the Prince, now diſpoſſeſſed, . 


receivehis Legal Right ? from r the People ? From the 
People he will not fay, for fear I ſhould bring him to renounce 
another Principle. He muſt then ſay that the Prince deriv'd his 
Legal Title from God ; And why may not God, who gave him 
a Legal Right, take it from him ? And how is he ſure that he has 
not ? How does he know that Gods Providence alters ho Legal 
Rights? God may alter Legal Rights if he pleaſes, -and that he 


"Aoes not, or will not, is more than he can tell. The LegalRight 


therefore ſeems to me to be loſt according to the DoCtor's Princi- 


ples. But, 7 
. 2. Suppoſe the diſpoſſeſſed Prince ſtill to retain his Legal Right; 
E ask, Is his Legal Right the ſame that it was before he was diſ- 
poſſeſſed ? Yes, he will ſay, for the Providence of God alters no Le-- 
gal Rights, Has he then a Right to every thing that he had a 
Right to when he was in Poſſeſſion ? Yes, ſays he, for otherwiſe 
the Legal Right wou!d not be the ſame as it was, TI ask then; 
whether he has a Right to the Allegiance of his Subj*&ts ? No, 
ſays he, that is due now to another ; that is-to be = to him - 
who has God's Authority : Then, ſay I; the Lepal Right either 
is quite gone, or at leaſt it is not the ſame; for before he was 
diſpoſſeſſed, his Legal Right did entitle him to the Allegiance of 
his Subjects,now it does not. The Legal Right therefore ſignifies - 
nothing, and entitles hjm to nothing. lay 7 
And what will it tignify to have a Right to his Crown, 
if - his Subjects are under an Obligation not to aſliit = ? 
We 
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' Why, all the Comfort that he gives his Legal Kiog,- is-this,'. he 
.tells him that God does not farbid bim te recover his Legal Right, nor 
forbids thoſe who are under ne Qblig t30n rethe Price in Poſſeſſion,: te 


aſſiſt bim to recover his Legal Right... But. be muſt no Afſi- 
ſtance from his Subjc&s, for indeed they are nope of his Subjects 


now, tho be has ſtil} a Legal Right to be their King. | 

[ will defire the DoCtor to view this Matterin a like Caſe, that 
he may ſee the abſurdity of ir. 

A lays claim tocertain Lands which are in the Poſſeſſion of FB, 
.and in order to the Recovery of them ſues B in Weſtminfter- Hall ; 
brings his Writings and Deeds into Court, and delires they ma 
-be read; brings his Witneſſes,and prays that they may be heard. 
The Judge tells him plainly, that 'ris needleſs to read oyer his 
D:eds, and examine his Writings, and hear his Witneſſes; thac 
this will but perplex the Controverſy, and diſtraft the Jury, and 
trouble the Court to no purpoſe ;, and that he has a readier way 
todecide the Matter : and then, immediately, without hearing 
the Cauſe, gives his Inſtructions to the Jury : Look you, Gen- 
tlemen, here is a Qneſtion abour certain Lands, which 4 claims, 
but B poſſeſſes ; where the L&zal Right is, whether in 4,or B, we 
know not ; nor does it concern us to enquire. It is plain, that 
wherever the;:Legal Right is, the Poſſeſſion is in B, and you need 
.epquire no further : And therefore you ought to find for the De- 
fendent. ?Tis the Will of God it ſhould be ſo, bis Providence 
has ſo appointed it, and we muſt obey. But, mark you, Gentle- 
men, in caſe that A ſhould have the Legal Right, (which I ſay 
belongs not at all ro you to enquire) your finding for B does not 
take away from A his Legal Right: It is plain that the Provi- 
denceof God has remov'd A from the Poſſeſſion of his Lards, 

"and has given them toBz bur that alters no Legal Rights, nor 
forbids A who is diſpoſleſſed of His Lands, torecover them if he 
can. While B, is in Polleſſion of them, it is a plain Declaration of 
Gcd%Will that he ſhall have them for ſome time, longer or ſhorter, 
2s God pleaſes; and that is ſufficient Warrant for youto find for B. 
- Butthat B i: at preſent in Poſſecſhon of theſe Lands, and A de- 
priv'd of them, does not prove it to be Gad?s Will it ſhould be al- 
ways ſo; and therefore it does nor diveſt A of his Legal Right 
8nd Claim, nor forbid him to endeavour tu recover his Lands, 
nor forbid the Mob (who are under no Ob:igation to Uſurpers 
21d Invaders of other Mens Rights and Properties, and are al- 
ways kind to and ready to help injur'd Perſons) to afliſt A to re- 

cover 


- 


cover his Legal Right. For, Gentlemen, let me tell you, Eegal 
ight is the ordinary way, whereby he Kalanaes God diſ- 
es of Lands, and this bars all other humane Claims; bar yet 
God may give the Landsof A toB if he pleaſes ; but this does 
not deſtroy the Legal Right of 4, who is depriv'd of his Lands, 
nor hinder him from raiſing the 4£þ to eject B vi & Arm's. 

This is the -very Dottrine that this Author teaches; -and if 
this be not Entlwſiaſm, I know not what is. One would: admire 
that any Man, who converfes fo much with- Lawyers, ſhould ad- 

 vance ſuch a Doctrine which deſtroys all our Laws, and unſettkes 
our Civil Rights and Properties, and tends to nothing but Con- 
fuſion : For if this Doctrine be true that he teaches, the Lawycrs 
may fling away their Law-Books, and ſhut up Weſtminſter-Hall ; 
for why ſhould Clients come to them for Advice, if this were-the 
beſt Advice they could give, that they ſhould raiſe as great. a 
Forceas they can to recover their Legal Rights 7 for this might 
have been done without conſulting of them. - Surely . the 
Lawyers will con him no Thanks for this Book : But what does 
he care ? he is above the Lawyers, and above the Law too; and 
by his own Authority, join'd with that of the Conyocation, 
can repeal all our Laws, and null Acts of Parliament, and de- 
clare, that whatever the Law or Cuſtom has hitherto been, yer 
for the future Poſſeſſion alone ſhall give Right. -- > 
Nay, by this Doctor's Principles, a Murderer is the Miniſter of 
God, and ought to be cleared in any of the King's Courts. For” 
let us ſuppoſe B to be murdered, and A.to have been the Mur- 
derer. I will by the DoQor*s Principles teach A how he ſhall de- 
- fend himſelf. A therefore ſhall own the Fat, that he did really 
kill B ; buthe had an Impulſe from God ſo to do; and this Im- 
pulſe was equivalent toa Divine Command, .and a Divine Com- 
mand is a ſufficient Warrant for any .Man to ſend another out of 
the World. The Judg interrogates him further, how he can 
prove that he had an Impulſe from God:? ?Tis plain, fays 4, 
that this Impulſe was from God, becauſe without his Power. I 
could not have done.-it, and God never intruſts any Man with 
power to kill another, unleſs he give him. Aathority to do it. 
So that Providence is the Murderer and not I. . The Judg then, 
well inſtructed in Dr. Sherlock's Principles, tells the Jury, that 
here is one of 'our Sovereign Lord the King's Subjefts murder?d, 
and that 4 owns he did it; bat they mult bring him in - Noe 
Guilty, becauſe though he did kill the Man, .yet he did it- with- 
God's Authority. [ 


Gods Ordinaner, God's Minifter,” and nnſt be-obey'd for Conſcience- 


"i PERS es * 
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Tdread tomention the horrid and blaſphemous conſequences 
of this fanatical and enthwſiaſtical Doctrine : "for hereby all Vi- 
Janies, and Thefts, and Murders, and Maſlacres, every thing 
that is abominable both to God and Man, will be charg'd on 
God. And this is a ſufficient Argument that it cannot be 
rune. . 

I. I will borrow another Objection of Dr.Sherlocks, and that is 
this ;, Have not Pirats and Robbers as good a Title to my Parſe, « 
an Uſurper has tothe Crown, which he ſeizes by-a« manifeſt Force and 
Vielexce ? Does not the Providence of God order and diſpoſe all theſe 
Events ? And are we not bound then as much to ſubniit to Pirats, ai to 


Uſurpers ? : 


To which he gives this Anſwer, The diſpute #"not about Humane 
and Legal Right in either Caſe. True, for neither has a Robber any 
legal Title to my Porſe,nor has an Uſurper any legal Right to the 
Crown 3 but the diſpute is about Authority, which is the only reaſon of a 
conſcientions Subjettion. But whar, I beſeech him, is this Authority, 
which he ſays the Diſpute is about ? Is it Humane and Lg Au- 
thority ? No, for that's the ſame with Humane and Legal Right. 


- 7t ts, he tells us, God's Authority. Now no Man, ſays he, pre- 


tends that Thieves and Pirats have God's Authority, to which we muſt 


ſubmit. And I wonder that any Man ſhould pretend that Uſur- 


pers have Gods Authority, to which we muſt ſubmit. God's 
Authority is.a Divine _ Now I think an or ee no 
more a Divine Right to ſeize the Publick Treaſure of a Nation, . 
and totake a thorſand thouſand Purſes at once, than a Robber 
has to take onePurſe 3 and I am no more in Conſcience bound'to 
ſubmit to an Uſurper, and not to reſiſt him,” than I am bound to 
ſubmit to a Robber, and tamely to deliver my Purſe to him. 1 
beſeech him to tell me, why Tyrants and Uſurpers have a 
Divine Right to their ftollen Goods, but Robbers and Pirats 
have it not ? The Reaſon he aſſures us is this, The Scripture ex- 


preſly tells us, that Kingdoms are diſpod by God, And I ask him, 


Are not Mens Purſes, and Mony, and Goods at his diſpoſal ? 
Are not all Things his ? *And who ſhall diſpoſe of what is his, 
but himſelf ? Does God diſpoſe only of Crowns and Scepters, 
and leave leſſer Matters to be diſpos'd of by others ? As there- 
fore he thus argues, All Power s of God, and therefore whenever 


any Prince, by what unjuſt means ſoever with reſpet to Men, « 


Plac*d in the Throne, and ſettled there, he is aduanc'd by God, # 


ke. 


" - * 2] (uſe of the Mlgiance, &ec.. 3 - = 
Fake, ' Bb In like minner 1 will argne according, to his Principles L 
thu: { All Riches are-of :Godz/( for: Riches and Honours come of bim ) 1 Chron, - 
And: therefore when any-Robber, by what unjuſt means oever 25+ 121 
wich reſpe&- ro Men,: gets . Riches, he is enriched by God, is 
God's Steward, and God has but taken away the Sent 
from another, and given it'to him ; and he may as properly 
the Goeds he has unjuſtly. gotten, : bis: own, as the former .Stew-: 
ard conld, when they 'were in his! keeping. therefore che 
Outrages of Pirats and Thitves are not smpertinently, alledg'd inthis 
Canſe, Fhey have, ſays he, \Force and\V olence, which every Man 
muſt ſnbmit to, when be cannot help it, And what elſe have Uſur- - 
pers,”/bur: Force and Violence, which-every Man mult ſubmir-to, 
"when he- cannot{help it.?:O, he tells us, Sovereign Power is God's 
_ Authority, 'though - Princes may be adyanced to. it by no -boneſter 
| Meant, than Thieves taks is: Purſe, 1 ak him; Does;he think 
«that a Prince, wh» is 4dvanc*d to Sovereign Power by no hone- 
ſter-Means than Thieves take a Purſe, has any Divine Right to 
this Crown? Yes, he will ſay,] becauſe God has given bim & 
Crown. - ' But- how: has God: given. bim a Crown ? -He will an- 
wer, 'by the diſpoſals of bu Providence. In like manner may I 
ſay, that a Robber has a Divine Right: to his il|-gotten Goods, 
= God has given them to him by\ che | diſpoſals of his Provi: 
ACE. K7 | JOAY 35:1; , 
And whereas he ſays, The beginnivgs of the four firſt IMonar- 
chies were-no-better, and| yet their. Power was of God, | may with 
full as much reaſon ſay, that the-beginnings of ſome. poor and 
mean Robbers,' who afterwards grow. Rich by ſpoiling others, 
are not one jot worſe than the unjuſt beginnings of the four Mo- 
narchies ; and therefore their unjuſtly-gotten Wealth is of God. 
I will undertake to make out, that Thieves have as much Divine 
Right -ro their” ſtollen' Goods,. as apy Uſurper has to his Crown, 
But-toipuſhthe-Matrer'ifurther. . / \ © 12 4-8 -; 
HI. Suppoſe that A has pnjuſtly gotten the Government 1ato 
his Hands, and'by Force and Violence ſettled himſelf. in it, and 
conſequently, according to hisDoctrine, has gag.God Almighty's 
Authority. I ask the DoCtor, who gave 4 [Authority to get 
God Almighty's Authority into his Hands ?- Will he ſay, God 
gave himAuthority to get God: Almighty's Authority ? If ſo, 
then A didnot ſin ; for no Man ſins that afts by God's Authort- 
ty ; and yet he did ſin, becauſe he us'd very unjuſt means to get 
&od's Aithority, !' he ſay, tas Man gave tum Aucherisyto 
: | | 5 
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et God's Authority into his Hands ?- Then Man gave bim Ay- 
ority to fin againſt God, (for I ſuppoſe the gets God's Autho- 
rity by unjuſt means) but no. Man can do this z, no Man ean give. 
another what he has not himſelf, for ne Man-has Authority to- 
ſin againſt God. 
. e have thus brought our U/arper to the Steps of the Royal 
Fhrone, without any Authority ; but now we mult change his 
Name,and call him V/arper no longer tho he aſcended the Throne 
an Vſarper, yet he is no ſooner in it, but he is God's Ordinance, 
God's Miniſter, God's Lientenant, God's Vicegerent, God's Anoimed, 
He was, whilſt he made his way tothe Throne.an unjuſt Opprelſlor, 
and a Murderer, for he waded through Blood to it : But be- 
hold a ſudden Converſion, a wonderfal Change wrought on 
him ; a wonderful Change indeed, like that of Tranſl tiz- 
tion ; for-though he be made God's Vicegerent,. and has re- 
ccived from him a Commiſſion to be his Miniſter for the Good of 
his People ; yet ſtill he is, what he was before, a Devil. But be- 
hold him ſitting upon the Royal Throne, with a Crown on his 
Head; and a Scepter in his Hand, full of Majeſty, and having 
God's Anthority to beſtow Biſhopricks and'Deaneries on thoſe 
of the Clergy that flatter him, and to kill. and murder the Laity 
2s faſt as he pleaſes, Dr. Hicks immediately haſtens to Court ; 
nd leſt the new Prince ſhould commit a miſtake” in governing 
according to the Political Law, he inſtrufts him in the Nature 
end-full Extent of his Jmperial Lew, and prefents Jovian to him, 
Dr. Sherlock comes next, and acquaints his Sacred Majeſty, that 
he has God's Authority, which is always irreſiſtible ; and forth» 
_ with preſfenteth his two Caſes, the one of Allegiance, &c. the 
Other of Xeſiſtence, &c, But he wiſely takes care to: blot out 
that Paſſage in bis Caſe of Reſiſtance, &'c. P, 128. That when 
Sr. Paul /ays, All Power «© of God, be means. only. Legal Power ;. 
for the Book with that Paſſage in it would be avery unfiePrefent. 
for an Uſorper. - - LE Be Sift 
Next comes the Gaide of the Inferior Clergy, and'aſſures his Ma- 
}:ſty, thas he is ready to ſerve him with Tongue and: Pen,. and 
promiſes the ſame in the Name of all his Scholars. Then come. 
the Addreſſers from Cities and Corporations, and thefe tender 
their Lives, and Fortunes, and Obedience, without reſerve. 
The Diſpenſing Judges bring up the Rear ; and theſe bring the. 
Body of the Laws in their Hands, and lay them at his Majeſty's 
Feet, 2fluring him, that (notwithſtanding whateyer Bra&or, and 
Forteſcue, 


Forteſcxe, and other famous Lawyers have, ſaid to the contrary) 
he is above the Law, and may if he liſt rule without it. Ang 
now,.if we will take Dr. Sberlocks word for it, the Uſurper ;s 
ſertled in bis Throne,. the whale Adminiſtration of the Government, 
and the whole Power of the Natton is in bis Hands ;, every thing is 
done in his Name, and by bus Authority, (tho, as I have ſhew'd, 
Authority he bas none) rhe great Body of the Nation bas» ſubmitted 
to lum, mo who will #eot ſubmit ' can e cruſh'd by bim whenever 
he pleaſes : This, this is his Right and Title to the Crown, ther. he 
can cruſh thoſe who 'will nat "ſubmit, whenever be pleaſes. And if 
this be net a. ſettled Government, he deſpairs of ever knowing what 
_K#, : 
. But til] all this is nothing but Force and Violence, there is no 
Authority : For the Uſurper has no more God's Authority now 
he ſifs on the Throne, than he had before he aſcended-it; Power 
and Authority. are not the ſame ; for though all Authority be 
-Power, yet all Power is not Authority ; and though it ſhould 
grow or {well never ſo mach, yet it cannot grow and ſwell into 
Authority ; ſtill it will be Force and Power, and no more. 

True ſays the Doctor, I grant that Power cannot give Right 
and Authority to govern, ( for that is Hobbi/ſm, he is no 


Hobbift ). But, ons he, 'tis 4 certain fign, that where-ever God has Pag. 15. 
e 


plac'd the Power, he has given the Authority. For ſince Power will 
govern, God ſo orders it b his Providence, 4s never to intruſt Sove- 
reign Power in any Man's bands, to whom he does not give Sovereign 
 Authorty. Now here indeed is the pinch of the Matter, and 
therefore I ſhall endeavour to eaſe my ſelf and my Reader of 


It. - 

The Doctor allows, that Sovereign Power is not Sovereign 
Authority, and herein we agree ; But, ſays he, it © a certain 
ſign, that where God has plac d the Sovereign Power, he has gruen 
che Authority. But this 1 deny, and thus I argue againſt 
It 

Power is not a certain ſign of Authority, and there- 
fore Sovereign Power is not a certain ſign of Sovereign Au- 
thority ; for ?tis every jot as reaſonable, that Power ſhould be 
a ſign of ſome Authority given by God to him who has the 
Power, as it is that Sovereign Power ſhould be a certain ſign of 
Sovereign Authority. For as the Doctor argues, Since Power 
will govern, God fo orders it by bis: Providence, a4 never co intruſt 
Sovercign Power in any Man's hands, to whom he gives not Sovereign 

D 2 Authority, 
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Authority. So in like manner do I argye : Since all Power, though 
it be leſs than Sovereign, will govern as far as it can ; that 1s, 
will give Law to, and domineer over thoſe that have leſs Power,. 
and will oppreſs and cruſh them, (which is, inthe DoCtor*s ſenſe, 
to govern ) God ſo orders it by his Providence, as never to in- 
truſt any Power in any Man's hands, to whom he does not give. 
ſome Authority : And the Conſequence of this is, that every one 
who is ſtronger than Dr. Sherlock, has Authority to govern him ;. 
for God, it ſeems, would not have given him ſufficient Power to. 
govern the Doctor, unleſs he had annex'd Authority thereto. 
And this, if it be not Hobbiſm, yet is ſd like to it, that it is not 
eaſy for any one who has not Dr. Sherleck's ſubtilty, to diſtinguiſh. 
it from Hobbiſm, 1 cannot think the Door will allow that: 
any one who has Power to govern him, tas alfb Anthority ;. and 
yet by his Principles he ought to allow ir. For whatever Reaſon 
he will aſſign, why, Since Power will govern, God ſo orders it by. 
his Providence, as never to intruſt Sovereign Power in. che Wands of 
any Man to whom he does not give Sovereign Authorzy; Whatever 
Reaſon he will or can aſſign for this,wiil'ferve me for a Reaſon to 
prove that God does not,or according to the Doftor*s principle, 
ſhould nor intruſt any Power, though leſs than Sovereign, in the 
hands of any Man, to whom he ddes not give ſome Authority in 
proportion to it. So that if this Argument. of his proves any 
thing, the fault of ir is, that it proves too much ; for if ir proves 
what he would' have, that God' gives Authority to Tyrants, it 
proves aiſy what he would not, that God gives. Authority to all: 
Oppreſſors. Methinks ſach a ſtartling AJertion as this, ſhould 
have been prov'd by our Author, he ought to have. given ſome 
reaſon for it, for all: Men will not take it upon his Authority, 
But fince he has given us no reaſon for it, ['willexamine what 
colour of reafon there may be for it, for a good' reaſon there 
can be none. If God ſo orders-matters, as never to entruſt Sove- 
reign Power in the hands of any Man to whom he does not give 
Sovereign Authority, tbe moſt likely reaſdn of it is this, be- 
cauſe Sovrerei-n Pawer may do a great deal of miſthief in the 
World and 'tis not agreeable to a wiſe and juſt and good Ged; 
to permit that any one ſhould have ſuch a Power without his 
Authority annexed to it, 
Now to this I anſwer ; 
1.. They who have Sovereig? Power without Gods Authori- 
by, are as much ynder the Reſtraint and Government of God 
as 


Cafe of the Allegiance, &c: 
8s they who hare Sovereign Power with his Authority: and 
therefore God can prevent and/ſtopthe- proudeſt'of Uſurper 
and Tyrants from doing-all the-miſchief” they intend's and ſo he. 
does, whenever ſo-to-do will'tend moſt to-the' honovy of - his 
own Name, and to the good of his People 3 for a mighty Uſur- 
per, how-great ſoever his Power is, is but the Rod of' God's Am 
ger, (as itwas ſaid of Sexnacherib)) and God ſurely has the hold- 
tng of the: Rodi; And'whether the Rod ſhall-draw Blood or no, 
depends on the Pterſure of him that holds it. - He is Go@'s Ave, 
and whether the Ae ſhall cut or noz- depends on the Wilfof him 


that has-it in his Hands, and may: or may not hew- therewith, 1@.x0. 1 $4- 


And ſhall the Axe boaſt it ſelf againſt him that beweth therewith ? 
Or ſhall the Saw-magnify it ſelf againſt him that ſhakgth-it ?* As if 
the Rod” ſhoult TL inſt them that life 10 wy? Or a if . 
the Staff: lift wpit ſelf, as if it were no-Woed"' Such meaty, 
and weakz andicontetnptible things,. arethe greateſt and pront- - 
eſt Uſurpers and Tyratits, wlien compar'd'with'God. '- The: 
pretence therefore, that Sovereign Power is capable of doing a 
great deal of Miſchief and Evil in the World(as-indeed it-is) - 
can be no-reaſon why. God ſhouldinever-ſoffer it to be Isdgd'in- 
the hands of any one5 'to wiiont he gives not Sovereign Autho- 
rity, becauſe he can check and reſtrain the: Power of Uſurpers- 
and Tyrants as he pleaſes.' ' Voi3 1 10403 Bets 

2. Theannexing of Sovereign Authority to Sovereign Power, . 
will 'not hinder thoſe who have the Authority from-abuſing their 
Power, and-going beyond their Authority. * And- therefore this. 
_ Confideration,- that Sovereign Power+is capable of doing a great. 

deal of Evil and Miſchief in the World, is no reafon 'why-'we 
mould ſay that-God gives Sovereign Authority with it ; -becaulſe - 
Sovereign Power, whether with or without Authority, is equally 
capable of doing miſchief 3 for *ris the Man himfelf- that- does 
miſchief; and not the Power, though indeed; he could nor. do fd - 
much -miſthief without ſo much Power ;- and 'tis the' Grace of 
CHE moſt reſtrain him from doing miſchief, and not his Aw- 
thority.. 17 #1: 

3. If this were.a good 'reaſon why God ' ſhonid 'never intruft 
Sovereign Power in any Man's hands, to whom he gives not So- 
vereign- Authority, it-would likewiſe ſerve for a reaſon why he- 
ſhould not intruſt a leſs than Sovereign Power in any-Man's 
hands to whom he does not give ſome Authority ; and yet- we 
find rhat he, in the courſe of his Providence, does intruit leſs than 
\ # b; Sovereign: 


—_—— 
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' Sovereign Power in the hands of thoſe to whom he giyes no An- 
| thority : As the Power that every Oppreſlor has, is fr om God, 
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but God ſurely gives bim no Authority to oppreſs. 

- IV, But ;let us {pppoſe now that whoever hes Sovereign Power, 
has alſo Sovereign: Authority, 'and muſt nat be reliſted, and then 
I willprove, \that the Sovereign Authority is always 1n the Peo- 
Ple-z for bare Sovereign - Power is only Sovereign Force, 
and Soyereign Force is the greateſt natural Strength 3 and ſure- 
ly the greateſt Krength: is in the People, if the Doctor will al- 
low" me. \that- five 0x. -ſix Millions of Men have, more ſtrength 
than-one ſingle; Man. who is ſeated onithe: Throne, ;Nay, -ac- 
cordigg:to this Principle, Sovereign Authority can never be any 
xwhereelſe. but'in.the People; becauſe the People cannot parc 


ith their ſtrength, nor confer icon the Fupream Nagiſtrate 3 it 


ks ſþ their own, that.tbey. catiwor, give it. qway. But you'l ſay, 
hep may paviſee: thee chey vl nor uſe heir ,gatpral ſtrength 
otherwiſe; than the 'Supream Magiſtrate, or than the Law ſhall 
direft. True but Hongh they promiſe that they will not uſe 
their natural ſtrength otherwiſe than the Law directs, yet ftill 
they retain-it. ;; nor are: they, upon their making of ſuch a Pro- 
miſe, weaker than they were befores.there being, not the leaſt 
abatement of- gheir natural ſtrength, ; :Sothat if chey bad Sove- 
reign Power before they made ſuch a'Promiſe, it follows that 
they bave it, ſtill. And 'therefore if ( as he ſays) Power be a 
Certain ſign 10.16, that where God bas plac'd the Power, he bas gi- 
ven the. ﬆ#y.; It is infallibly true, that the Authority-is in 
the People, and can be no where elfe, becauſe: there God has 
plac'd the Power. ' , '/ F-11. 25 bes 

.-Bence I] obſcrye, 7 355466 1] 

1. That the Door is ' really no Friend to crowned Heads, 
for he has unking'd them all ; he has taken away from them 
their Sovereign Authority, and given it to the People. Now iup- 


Poſe that an oppreſſed People ſhould : be ſenſible that they have 


' 4he ſuperior Strength, and ſhould be ſo cunning as from thence 


to conclude with the Doctor, that they have God's Authority 
to:deliver themſglves'from the Yoke of ' the Oppreſlor ; I think, 
according to his Principles, he. ought to allow, they have Au- 
thority to free themſelves from Oppreſiion, becauſe they have 
Power, Supream- Power, or ſtrevgth Ilodg'd in them 3 and God 
never intrujts Sovereign Power in any Man's (or Mens) bands, to 
whoxzs he does not give Sotereien Amtbority. Beſides it may be 
: confider?d, 


(aſe of the _oy &&c«.:. 
conſider'd,. that . thougl y ſeg 'an' by on the 
Throne, they ſhould ;wit \the Donor 4 tg per be, God's 
Will, ry '® regs ſo. oy Fang Jorg er % ſhi God 

eaſes et they are taught = 4D; 
ow. i to be Gas Wil i flbuld be Dochar a; tp 
when they find they have ſtreygthto refit: the, Tyrant, and can 
tae together. to make uſe of it, they will preſently. -canclude, 

t is not God?s Will that they ſhould. be Slaves one: Week or 

. And thus the Dottor's Tyrant ison.2 ſudden tum- 

bi down from his Royal Throne: by that. very Argument, 
that he made uſe of to ſet him up. £ 

2. That the Dodtar is s On. out Lo he Ma erfity of Ox- 


from he 


EE Book will be 


Books, will > 1n-greaf © 

- But this is only aſlip pl 0 any © he fill ran well to: 
Kings, eſpecially if 4 be ſuch as he ſets up 

_ Now England,behold the King that Dodtor - Shorlock gives thee! 
| he is ai abſolute Lord, and fome will call, him Tyrant. . For, 

V. He that is a Sovereign. Prince, | and bas God's Authority 
but no Legal. Right, is an. abſolote and uglimited Monarch, . 
and conſequently. ſuch a;Ring as England never yet own'd ;. for 
- jt is Law that ſets bounds to Regal Power ;. and therefore he 
.that is our King, but-not by. Law, is an abſolute and unlimi- 
ted Monarch., ' And I am ſhare whatever Notions ſome Men, 
who underſtand little of ;onr fans -have;, concerning. /the 
boundleſs Power. and uncontroulable Authority of- Kings, yet 
the Laws do really bound the ;Regal Power 3; this the. Lawyers 
teach ns: This is the Doctrine of We feminſter-Aall. And 1 
think in a, matter of this nature, it .is more reaſonable to- take. 
the Judgment:of Law [ers than of Divines.. © .. 

VI. He that has God's Authority without any LegalRig ht,can- 
n9t be limited by Laws : For God's Authority cannot be limi- 
ted by Men ; and therefore if it be true, that he who has nolJe- 
gal Right to govern, has God's Authority when he is ſettled: 
4n the Throne, then it follows that he has an Authority that can- 
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not be bounded by: humane Laws. ' For a Power that God' Yes 


-none can'ſet bounds toybefides God ; a&if be bas made no limi- - 
arions of 'the Regal Power, (as?is plain'he has not; juſt as plain 
as it-is that 'he -has ſaid 'nothing abourt'it ) then no limitations 
can be niade: ſuch aiKing -cannov yield that any Timits ſhould 
te-ſet to-God's Authority- which -he is inveſted wich. unleſs he 
Hould have a:tiew Authority-frem Heaven impowring-him'to db 
ſo :-And-the People eannor ſet bounds to 'ir, neither! with not 
withouthis Conſent; not wichout the King*s'Conſenty/for that 
would be-rebelting againſt Gods Vicegerent, and trampling on 
Divine Authority, that would be no leſs than a robbing of - Gott, 
F#ealing-of -Go&'s-Authgtiry, and. the 'worſt of Sacriledges.: 
Nnor'can'theyſet*bounts*to his [Power with-kis Conſent; forif 
he cannet part with any of his Power, they canoottake'ir;- for 
thatwouldbe like receiving of ſoften Goods. ' oo 
'Beſides,Jit-may-be conſidered;that ſurely God gives a Prince no 
'-more of: his 'Authority,than is fit and neceſſary to ſerve the Ends 
of Government 3* and thereſoreche cannot part with any of it; or 
if ke ſhould; he would not havernough left him to ſerve the'Ends 
of Government ; at leaſt' he 'conld' not be ſure-that he - ſhould 
have enough;: unleſs he 'were alſo fore of this,” that God-at firſt 
ave him more than enovgh:; which he cannot be certain of: He 
Cha: indeed know: that he has -more than he needs for 'his pre- 
ſent Occaſions ; but, he does not know how ſoon the Scene of 
Aﬀairs - may change; and then alf God's- Authority, even the 
whole /mperial L.aw'may be little enough for him: | - 
: 'F have as much'Zeal and dutfiful Aﬀettion for their Sacred Ma- 
zeſties, King "William and Queen Mary, as any of my-fellow- 
-Sabjects ; and 2s I believe then to have as good 2 Title to the 
-Crown of England, as any of their Royal Anceſtors -ever had-; 
Fl hope they are-ſo firmly Ritled in the Throne; that al] 
the Powers on Earth'wll -not- b&' ible to remove them. But 1 
think -Dr. Sherlock does - by His Principles undermine therr 
Throne ; for though he snvefts them with God*s Antbority, becauſe 
4bey have the Sovereign Power, are able to cruſh whom they pleaſe, ard 
are ſettled in the Throne, yet he will not own them to have 2 le- 
£4 Right-to ſit-thereon-; whereas' it is moſt certain, that there 
4s 'hothirig can ſecore to a Prince his Soyereign Power, :but_ that 


vediieh ſts bounds to-it, -the Law. | 
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' Whereis  ſbew'd how little value we ought to heve for 
the As and Canons of the Comvocdtigg, begun in the 
frſt Tear of Kjag Jawes T. 1603. Lo] . 
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Queen. This was read-a third time, (44&-30.1593.) in the Lords 
Houſe, theſe following Biſhops being preſent, and no Difſen- 


rientes among them, as appears from the Journals of the Lords 
Houſe. | 4d gan 5 
Cantuarienſis, | rung” Whitgifh. - 
Godwin Londinenſis. oban. Elmer. 
ae Preſu= Aſaphenſis. Gulielmus Hughes. 
#ib, Ro: © | Fobannes Toung. 
Exonienfis. I ile on, 
Ciceſtrenſis. | Bickley. 
Tiodnerf | Guliclmus W's a 
Petroburgenſic. Richardus Ho WE =: 
Flerefordenſis. : . JHerbert Weitfalng, 
 Bangorenſis. Hugo Bellate. | we 
Wigornienſis. Richardus Fletcher, 
Landaevenſis.s . - Gervaſius Babington. 
Sarisburienſis. Richardus Coldwell. 
Bathenenſ. & Wellenſis. Johannes Still 


Now I think it is plain. from hence,. that the Biſhops an4 
Clergy, in the 35th of Queen Elizabeth, did believe that an U- | 
ſurper, though he be ſettled in the Throne, has not God's , Au- | 
thority, and that thoſe who are oppreſs*d by him, may lawful- 
ly reſiſt him, and free themſelves from his Yoke ; for had they 
been of Opinion that it was a Sin in the Dutch to reſiſt Phzlsp | 
The 24 King of Spain, as having God's Authority 3 .would they ? 
not have directed her Majeſty's Conſcience better in this Matter ? 
would they not have humbly repreſented to her Highneſs,: that 
though Philip the 24 was an Uſurper, yet he had God's Authori- 
ty, and therefore neither ought his Subjetts to reſiſt him, nor 
ſhe to afliſt them in making reſiſtance ? Would they not have 
given her Sacred Majeſty good Advice rather than ? Would 
they not have admonifhed_ the Dutch to lay down their Arms, 
and fly to their Prayers and Tears ? Who can think they would 
have been ſo uncharitable to their Proteſtant Neighbours, as to 
ſet forward their Damnation, or ſo fooliſh as to. buy their own 
at the rate of Four Shillings in the-Pound ? Such Aftions as 
theſe do plainly ſhew what Opinion Arch-Biſhop Whugife, Bi- 

_ ſhop Elmer, and the reſt of Queen Elizabeth's Biſhops and Cler- 
gy had concerning this Matter ; and that as plainly as the wn 
an 
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| States and Kingdoms, and 4 Rock, and Bulwark, o 


and- Canons of a Convocation. | | 
It may here be very proper to conſider, that the King 

of Spain had once a Legal Right to govern the Dutch,. who 
were his SubjeCts, and ow'd- him ANCE but the Prelats 

_ and Clergy of the Church. of England. did verily believe he 
had forfeited and loſt it by wang 6 upon them ; (for it ſeems, 
they were of Opinion, that a Prince might uſurp upon his Sub- 
jets, as well as Subjects upon their Prince ) and this 1 believe 
was our Caſe, King James the 2d having been that to us, which 
Philip the 24 was to the Dutch. : 
. - That which 1 gather from hence, is this, That Queen El/zza- 
beth's Biſhops, either did not think that an Uſurper was ioveſted 
with God's Authority 3 or if they did, they believed it lawful 
in ſome Caſes to reſiſt a Prince though inveſted with God's Au- 
thoricy. Now let Dr. Sherlock, chuſe which of the two he will 
grant me, for | think it cannot be ayoided but one of the two 
muſt be allow'd. Tok 


2. fn the 39th of Elizabeth, Chap..26. The Clergy think 
themſelves bound, &c, ro offer unto. ber Highneſs as a Teſtimony 
and Token of their goed Wills and dutiful Aﬀettions, ſome ſuch 
Aid and Contribution- towards the ſupportation of her -Miajeſtics 
Charges, as they are perſwaded the grrameſt of the ſame moſt juſt- 
ly may require.” And the Temporalities Subſidy-ACt, .39 Eliz. 
C. 27. has theſe wordsz This Land is become, ſince your Maje- 
fs bappy Days, both a Port aud a Haven of Refuge for diftrefſed 

i110 a= 
gainſt the Tyrannies and ambitions Attempts of mighty ein: 
Porentates. Thiis paſs'd the Houſe of Lords: Dec. 19. 1596; 
fourteen Biſhops being preſent and agreeing to it, one of which 
was Arch-Biſl»-p Whigift, &c. - F 

The concluſion from hence is caſy, that in the 39th of Queen 
Elizabuh's reign the Prelates and Clergy own'd not this Do- 
QArine, that UVſurpers, when ſettled in the Throne, are inveſted with 
God's Authority, and muſt be obey'd by . all thoſe who live within 
their Territories and Dominions, as well Prieſts as People. 

Beſides, it ought to be conſider'd, that the Acts and Canons 
of this Convocation wherein Dr. Overall was Prolocutor, were 


never ratified in Parliament» = Hot 
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But yon will ſay, They however give us the Judgment of the 
To-this 1 anſwer ; h | | 
r. That here is Church againſt Church, and' Con 
againſt Conyocation, nay two Convocations (and I mi 
Fad,four) in Queen Elizabeth's Reign againſt one in the 
her immediate Succeſſor, K. Fomes. Now methinks the Autho- 
rity of two or more Conyocations in Qneen Elizabe;b's Reign,. 
ſhould- outweigh tbe Authority of one ſingle Convocation in 
the reign of King James ;. unleſs- it can be made oft, that the. 
Church. grows wiſer and better every Age and-cvery Year 
than other, which I make fome donbt of. . : 
2. That in the Reign of Queen Eliz.«beth, the Head of the 
Church agreed with the z.for both the Queen and' her 
Convocations were of Opinion, that *twas lawful for the Hol-- 
landers to ſhake off their: Obedience to - their once Sovereign 


wo . 


King Philip; but in the following reign of King James, * the. 
Head of the Church and the Members differ'd about this Point; 
and the' King was on the Hoellander's fide; as appears from a: 
Letter-which that King wrote to-Dr. Abbot; Part. of- which. I. 
have thought fit to tranſeribe. | 


Good Dr. Abbot, 

<«- F Cannot abſtain to give yourny Jadgment of your Proceed-- 
« Þ ings in your Conyocation,as you call it ;---You know all of- 
« you, asS1 think, that my Reaſon of calling you together, was 
<« to give your Judgments how far a Chrifthan and a-Proteſtant- 
& King, may concur to aſſiſt his Neighbours to ſhake off their O- 
<« bedience to their once Sovereign,. npon the Account of 

& preſſion, Tyranny... or: what elſe you like to name it. In the- 
« JateQueen's time, this Kingdom was very fre in aſliſting the 
« Hellanders both with Arms and Advice. And none of your 
« Coatever told me, that any ſcrupled-about it in her Reign. 
« Upon ny coming to England, youmay know that it came from- 
« ſome of your Jelves fo raiſe Scruples about” this Matter... 
<« .--Yet I never took any notice of theſe Scruples, till the Aﬀairs 

« of Spain and Hollandforc'd meto it. All my Neighbours call - 
<< on me to concur in the Treaty between Holand and Spain ; 
« and the Honour of the Nation will not ſuffer the Holanders. 
« tobe abandoned, eſpecially after ſo much Money and. Men 
« ſpent in their Quarret:. Therefore I-was of the Mind to call 
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(Cafe of | the Allegiance, &c: 


« my 
_ Warld ns Of the Juſtneſs of my owning the Hollanders 
« at this time : This 1 


needed ngg have done; and-you have 


« forced me to ſay, I with I had nor. : ho wag 


« io een FogMaos among the Arcane 


« whatever Averfion you may NE IR CO Urns. 


* Anthor of Sin, you have ſtumbled 


| upon 
« that ton, in ſaying upon the Matter, that even Tyran-- 


« ny is God's Authority, and. ſhould be reverenc'd. as ſach. If 
« the King of Spws ſhould: return to claim his old Pontifical ; 
« Right to my Kingdom, you-leave. me to ſeek for others to 
« fight for.it : For you- tell ns upon. the Matter beforehand, . 
« his Authoriry is God's Authority, if he prevail. 

« Mr. Doctor, I have no time to expreſs my Mind farther in 
« this thorny buſineſs.” I ſhall give you. my Orders abontit by 
« Mr. Solicitor ;. and until then, meddle no more in it, for. 
&« fo are Edge-Tools, or rather like that Weapon, that's 
« ſzid'to cut with: the one edge.,. and: cure with the other. I 
whe you-to- God's ProteCtion,. good. Door: Hbboe, and. 


Ns Your good Friend, femes R.. 


And this I think leſſens the Authority of Dr. Overal"s Convo- 


; cation very nach, that it is the. A of a Church without 
a Head it is » that the Head of the Church is on my 


fide. AndIlay weight on this, that King Fames'who was 
-aSoveteign Prince, and as fond of Power as any other, plainly 


told Dr. Abbot, that he ſcrupled not about the Lawfulneſs of - 


what the Hol anders did in ſhaking off their Obedience to their 
once Sovereign the King of Sp«jv, npon the agcount of his Op- 
preſſion and Tyranny. | | 
Hence we may. gather, that were K. James 1.: to jndg between 
the late King his Grand-Son, and the People of England ; he 
would ſurely give Judgment on the Peoples ſide; for he cannot 
condemn the People of England without condemning the Dutch ; 
And his Judgment in this Cafe 1 think we ought to value more, 


= than the Opinions of an hundred DoQors that differ from him. 


Buttis time now to draw to a concluſion. The Cauſe I am 


'engaged in, is God's Cauſe, and'the King's and'Quneen's aſh, 


and the Peoples Cauſe : it is God's Canſe, whom Dr. Sher 
ſeems, by his Principles, ta:make the. Author of Sin : for what- 
| ever- 


together, to ſatisfy not” ſo muck' me, as the 
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0n this Argument z and much leſs for his. Fea 
-Poſition of- unjuſt Uſurpations 3 for, here-4 
Uſurpation, .unleſs to defend our Civil Ri , and 
Religion eſtabliſh'd by Law, wuſt be call? Uirpation Z and It __ 
leſs he will call an excellent Prince, who came to deliver us from}. 
Popery and Slavery, an Uſurper.. And though jt may be allows > EY 
able to put the Caſe, as he ſays, at the worſt yet methinks he” 
ought not to have left it at the worſt ; he ſhould not have let 

his Reader run away with this Opinion, that King William and” > 
Queen 44axy have not a Legal Title co the Crown. And thou; 

he forbids his Reader to charge him with refletting on the- 
Government, yet thereis no intelligent Reader but muſt take Ww 
whole Book to be a RefleCtion upon it ; and- will conclude 2] 5 
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his not declaring King W:llsam and Queen Mary to have a 
Right to the Crown, that he does not believe it : For'a wv | 
Man, 1 think, would panes declar'd it, had he believ*d it; and = 
Dr. Sherlock: _ juſt occaſion to the World to mark him 

out for a Fool, *ri is 4 e Peoples Caule, lamean It is the Cauſe 

of all thoſe tne: _ the King's and Queen's Loyal Subjects 3 for” 

ſince he ſays, That all Stverergn Princes, who are ſetticd in their gg 
Thrones, are plec'd there by God; and inveſted with bis TY "<A 
and therefore muſt be obeyd, even though they -tora Uſurpers,. ; 
and oppreſs their Subjects, and deſtroy the Fundamental Conſtj- . -2# 
turions of the Government z it is plain that he charges all thoſe- 
who aſſiſted his Highneſs the Prince of Orange, and were the ..* 
ſubordinate .Inſtruments of our Deliverance,-with down-ri LE, 2s 
Rebellion againſt the late King. And theſe were the Rea 


that mov'd me to engage my ſelf in this Controverſy. - Whe- | 
ther I have detected the Doctors Errors, and defended we 1 
Truth as1 ought, 1 leave the Reader to judg. God be- thanked, 
we hive a Prince, who wants not, couraze to defend his Legal 
Rizhr with his Sword ; and-IbJlievehe will never want Writers 
to'juRtify it with their Pens 3 and to prove that ncither was he ap/: 
Thur per ror were they that aſlitted him, Rebels. 
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